19971117.ba v01_n779.bam.971117 v01_n780.bam.971117 


>From ???@??? Tue Nov 18 03:08:17 1997 

Message-Id: <199711171929 .NAA09223@sco.theporch. com> 
Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 13:29:22 CST 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 1779 


BOATANCHORS Digest 1779 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Nat'l Union Tube / Glass Audio 

by "Don L. Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net> 
2) Re: Whatever happened to Aerials? 

by John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 
3) Re: BOATANCHORS digest 1778 

by Dexter Francis <cwest@xmission.com> 
4) Re: National Union Tube question 

by John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 
5) ARC-5 Receivers 

by PLT1032@aol.com 
6) Re: Glass Audio 

by John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 
7) Re: Glass Audio 

by Colin Thompson <burkec@goldstate.net> 
8) Re: Glass Audio 

by Colin Thompson <burkec@goldstate.net> 
9) Whatever happened to Aerials? 

by Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net> 
10) RE: VHF FM BA GEAR BEING USED? 

by Chris <c_sieg@conknet.com> 
11) Re: THANKS TO (WHO?) FOR THE REPAIR TIP 

by Kevin Pease <hamradio@mm1001.theporch.com> 
12) Ramblings: 

by "Paul Bernhard" <W2TU@classic.msn.com> 
13) RE: VHF FM BA GEAR BEING USED? 

by gc@cen.com (Gary Chatters) 
14) Need 8873 Tube 

by David Ragsdale <doragsda@polymail.cpunix.calpoly.edu> 
15) Transformer rewind info needed 

by Bill Breshears <bbuck@cccbbs.com> 
16) Re: National Union Tube question 

by Rich Force <bhabooks@together.net> 
17) Re: Transformer rewind info needed 

by William Donzelli <william@ans.net> 
18) Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 

by launerb@crl.com (William H. Launer) 
19) Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 


by Stanley Wilson <microres@crl.com> 
20) Re: PJ-068 scarce?. Yes, but... 

by "Ed Santavicca" <santavic@ct.picker.com> 
21) Re: PJ-068 scarce?. Yes, but... 

by afpgreg@state.me.us (Paul V. Gregory) 
22) 1992-1993 Callbooks 

by Doug Gordon <dmgordon@pacbell.net> 


by JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
24) OTHER MODULATION SCHEMES 
by JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 


by JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
26) BA VHF FM RIGS & REPEATERS 
by JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 


Date: Sun, 16 Nov 1997 22:20:47 -0800 
From: "Don L. Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Nat'l Union Tube / Glass Audio 
Message-ID: <346FE1FD.5703@earthlink.net> 


Rich: The 1B1 is a ballast tube. Just like a light bulb, but it 
doesn't light up (much). 


Another Topic: 

Random thoughts on glass audio topic. Someone stated that the ear can 
hear things that can't be measured. Voices from the dead, perhaps? The 
ear is not such a hot instrument, it can only detect a finite difference 
in sounds. The decibel, as a matter of fact, was defined as the 
smallest perceptible change in sound that the human ear can detect. I 
can use a differential comparator scope and tell the difference between 
a 5.000 volt pk-pk signal and a 5.001 volt signal very easily. The 
human ear would have a hard time seeing a difference two magnitudes 
greater. Also, there really isn't much magic to audio processing: 
amplitude (amplification), generated harmonics (i.e. distortion), phase 
shift/delay (as a function of frequency), and added components (hum, 
etc.). Laboratory equipment can measure all of this very accurately and 
repeatably. The ear doesn't have a chance! 


All of this is NOT to imply that there is no difference in perceived 
sound between solid state and tube equipment, or between different 
manufacturer's circuits! Of course there is - for the above reasons. 
Personal taste dictates what sounds euphonic to any individual. I 
prefer tube-type audio, it sounds a little better to me (especially 
guitar amps), but solid state sounds listenable with the equalizer set 


to my liking. It is hilarious to me to see ads for high-end gizmos 
(like oxygen-free copper wire) that do ABSOLUTELY NOTHING to the sound, 
measured or perceived, and then to imagine that some ignorant fool is 
paying the price! Even funnier, are the "scientific" explanations that 
said neophites will parrot to justify the expense. Ever wonder why 
there are no real engineers writing in stereo mags? Or blind listening 
tests? 


735s Don Davis DXGUY@earthlink. net 


Date: Sun, 16 Nov 1997 23:10:59 -0500 

From: John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 

To: <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Whatever happened to Aerials? 

Message-ID: <199711170542.AAA25996@node21.frontiernet.net> 


> 
>I spent the afternoon rummaging thru old issues of CQ mag,... 
<snip> Well, I noticed up thru 1965 one section was titled 


>"Aerials, Antennas, Towers, Transmission Lines". But....in 1966 this 
>changed to just "Antennas, Towers, Transmission Lines". So, you old 
>timers out there..... howcum you quit using aerials and went to antennas? 
>-- 

>73, 

>Bob/WBOAUQ/AFA3RE FISTS #1905 


When we stopped building flying machines out of wood, we stopped calling 
them aeroplanes. Maybe "aerials" has a similar wood-n-wire connotation? 
Dunno. But I feed all my HF aerials with open wire, using wooden dowel 
spreaders. 


John, KE2ST 


Date: Sun, 16 Nov 1997 23:05:53 -0700 
From: Dexter Francis <cwest@xmission.com> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Cc: bhabooks@together.net 

Subject: Re: BOATANCHORS digest 1778 
Message-ID: <346FDEAB.4F59@xmission. com> 


Rich - 


Your 1B1 is a Ballast Tube. 


1VOLT @ 360 ma. 


Visit our Web site at http://www. xmission.com/~cwest/ 
e-mail to: tubes@usa.net -or- cwest@xmission.com 
(P.0. Box 22443, Salt Lake City, Utah 84122) 


Date: Sun, 16 Nov 1997 23:33:26 -0500 

From: John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 

To: <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: National Union Tube question 

Message-ID: <199711170542 .AAA127398@node21.frontiernet.net> 


Rich Force wrote: 

>While I was going through some boxes of old tubes and trying to put them in 
>some order, I came across a tube marked as a 1B1 it was made by National 
>Union and is in a ST type glass with a UX type base (4 pin). After closer 
>examination and not being able to find it in any tube guide I noticed that 
>it did not have any elements except what looks like three very thin 
>filament wires. Does anyone have any idea what this may have been used 
>for? The only thing I can think of is some kind of bulb but why with a 
>radio tube base? I do not think is a projector bulb because I would think 
>the ST style glass would create unwanted shadows. Any help? 

> 

>Rich, WB1ASL 


Rich, it's a ballast tube, rated 1 volt at 360 ma. Most ballasts were used 
as a combined dropping resistor/current regulator in filament circuits. I 
also see that a 1C1 and 1D1 are 1 volt ballasts, all with different current 
ratings. They seem to be mid-30's devices. Can anyone shed further light? 
(no pun intended) 


John, KE2ST 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 01:06:45 -0500 (EST) 

From: PLT1032@aol.com 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: ARC-5 Receivers 

Message-ID: <971117010644_1659357152@mrin45.mail.aol.com> 


Looking for ARC-5 Receivers functionally and cosmetically sound. 


Also looking for small tuning "crank-type" knobs for same. 


Bob Lindgren 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 01:34:18 -0500 

From: John Ward <ke2st@frontiernet.net> 

To: <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Glass Audio 

Message-ID: <199711170714.CAA26956@node21.frontiernet.net> 


Don L. Davis wrote: 

> The ear is not such a hot instrument, 

> it can only detect a finite difference in sounds. <snip> I 

>can use a differential comparator scope and tell the difference between 
>a 5.000 volt pk-pk signal and a 5.001 volt signal very easily. The 
>human ear would have a hard time seeing a difference two magnitudes 
>greater. Also, there really isn't much magic to audio processing: 
>amplitude (amplification), generated harmonics (i.e. distortion), phase 
>shift/delay (as a function of frequency), and added components (hum, 
>etc.). Laboratory equipment can measure all of this very accurately and 
>repeatably. The ear doesn't have a chance! 


All true, but we can hear more than conventional measurements suggest. 
Several years ago I got a call from a client with a recording studio. He 
told me one channel of one of his tape recorders sounded too bright; would I 
come check it for out him? I did, and found that channel's response was 
ruler flat to 10,000, then rose to about plus 2 db at 12,000. For the heck 
of it, I measured my client's hearing with steady tones: he couldn't hear a 
thing above 7,000! Yet he knew that tape recorder was out of whack. This 
happened several different times over a period of years; he would complain 
of a minor response problem above 10,000, and he was always right! I have 
read of other documented cases like this. 


It doesn't mean that we can hear whether or not the oxygen has been 
"removed" from a bit of wire, or that 2 microhenries of inductance in a 
speaker wire will make the sound muffled. That's baloney. But there is more 
to be learned about human hearing. 


As long as I'm flaming, here's my view on modifying BA's. If the mod is 
reversible, and it pleases you, do it. Maybe Hammarlund's engineers though 
it was cool to have a bunch of Hummmm in the HQ170's audio, but I don't like 
it, and I got rid of it. No, there are no new holes in the chassis or chewed 
up terminals. If the next owner wants to restore the unit to its original 
Dumb configuration, and have hum in his ears, he can easily do that. Not my 
cup of tea. 


John, KE2ST 


Date: Tue, 18 Nov 1997 00:19:49 -0800 

From: Colin Thompson <burkec@goldstate.net> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: Glass Audio 

Message-ID: <34714FA5.1F40@goldstate.net> 


Greetings, 


This must be my night to get on the stump. At the request of numerous 
subscribers of this list I have refrained from making any comments 
regarding human hearing verses measurments. Most of my comments have 
been made via private email. 

Seven years ago I took my aged Father and Mother into the my friends 
HiFi shop to upgrade their stereo system. To the owner of the shops 
amazment (and mine too), my folks listened intently for over four 
hours. Numerous A/B comparisons were made. The end result was an in 
home audition of the best (and most expensive with out knowing the 
price) equipment in the store. Despite their limited hearing (my Dad's 
stopped at 10k) they picked the best sounding equipment. The result was 
several years of wonderfull musical experiences for my parents. Test 
equipment does not explain this. The human experience does. My folks 
danced to all the great big bands and new what music really sounded 
like. They also played multiple musical instruments which further 
reinforced their base for proper sound quality. 

From the email I have recieved regarding my comments on audio this 
topic is obviously not appreciated on this list. I also understand that 
it is a bit off topic for the BA list. What I can't understand is how 
so many people on this list can be so stuck in their tech manuals and 
measurment equipment that the obvious is obscured. 

Jack, if I have offended you or anyone else, my sincere appologies. 
Despite the number of wondefull people on this list, I can't stand 
dealing with closed minds. We all have something to learn. Your 
oscilliscopes , FFTs etc. DO NOT REPLACE THE HUMAN EXPERIENCE! 

Perhaps this is why I listen to a R390A instead of a AOR7030. I know 
it is not so I can look at the thermionic emissions glowing (the 390 is 
in a cabinet). Not only is the R390A more fun to opperate but it SOUNDS 
better. Can anyone measure this? 


With Respect and Regards, 
Colin Thompson 


John Ward wrote: 
> 


Don L. Davis wrote: 

> The ear is not such a hot instrument, 

> it can only detect a finite difference in sounds. <snip> I 

>can use a differential comparator scope and tell the difference between 
>a 5.000 volt pk-pk signal and a 5.001 volt signal very easily. The 
>human ear would have a hard time seeing a difference two magnitudes 
>greater. Also, there really isn't much magic to audio processing: 
>amplitude (amplification), generated harmonics (i.e. distortion), phase 
>shift/delay (as a function of frequency), and added components (hum, 
>etc.). Laboratory equipment can measure all of this very accurately and 
>repeatably. The ear doesn't have a chance! 


All true, but we can hear more than conventional measurements suggest. 
Several years ago I got a call from a client with a recording studio. He 
told me one channel of one of his tape recorders sounded too bright; would I 
come check it for out him? I did, and found that channel's response was 
ruler flat to 10,000, then rose to about plus 2 db at 12,000. For the heck 
of it, I measured my client's hearing with steady tones: he couldn't hear a 
thing above 7,000! Yet he knew that tape recorder was out of whack. This 
happened several different times over a period of years; he would complain 
of a minor response problem above 10,000, and he was always right! I have 
read of other documented cases like this. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Date: Tue, 18 Nov 1997 01:14:18 -0800 

From: Colin Thompson <burkec@goldstate.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Glass Audio 

Message-ID: <34715C6A.D51@goldstate.net> 


Greetings, 


Burning the midnight oil here or is it the thought that if you can't 
measure it, you can't hear it, burning between my ears? Besides, hard 
to catch Asian dx is booming in on the West coast. The world was flat 
untill Magellan went sailing. Everything revolved around the Sun untill 
Gallileo built a telescope. Yup, everything we know now is infallible. 
Metaphors? Truth is stranger than fiction or is it the other way 
around? 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 05:57:07 -0600 

From: Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Cc: brainbol@lawrence.ks.us 

Subject: Whatever happened to Aerials? 

Message-ID: <3.0.3.32.19971117055707 .008dc100@telalink.net> 


> 

>G'evening all, 

> 

>I spent the afternoon rummaging thru old issues of CQ mag, looking 
>for info on the recently acquired NCX-3. They, as QST, have an index 
>in the December issues, with appropriate sections for modifications, 
>reviews, etc. Well, I noticed up thru 1965 one section was titled 


>"Aerials, Antennas, Towers, Transmission Lines". But....in 1966 this 
>changed to just "Antennas, Towers, Transmission Lines". So, you old 
>timers out there..... howcum you quit using aerials and went to antennas? 
>-- 


I guess it was another conspiracy of the marketing crowd.. heehee. 
Remember, nowadays PCS and cell phones dont use that old fashioned 
"radio" they are all wireless! A few other noteable changes over the years. 


- Before there was Radio, there was Wireless. When did this change? 
- Microwaves ( at the time about 600 mc or so, I htink ) were once 
referred to as "quasi-optical rays" back in the 30's. 
- Kilocycles? Megacycles? Remember those? I like ‘em better really. 
- When did radios cease to be referred to as "sets" ( I call them that 
anyway ! ) 
- When did the term "picofarad" replace "micromicrofarad"? 
- Why do military manuals refer to adjusting a set as "alinement" as opposed 
to "alignment"? And explain the MilManual spelling of "Bristo" vs 
"Bristol" wrench. 


Well, enough for now. Too much really. I hadn't had my coffee this morning! 


I was awake and had 
post SOMETHING! heehee 


73 


Tom KA4RKT 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 97 07:20:24 


From: Chris <c_sieg@conknet.com> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: RE: VHF FM BA GEAR BEING USED? 

Message-ID: <Chameleon.879771215.c_sieg@mecs.conknet.com> 


Hi Folks, 

On Sunday John Sehring asked if anyone was using BA VHF gear. This subject holds 
my interest as well for nostalgic reasons. As a kid, I remember converting quite a 
few commercial service rejects for ham use in the 'new' FM section of the 2 meter 
band. A few guys had put a repeater on 146.34 - 146.76 in our area, and of course 
there was the 146.94 simplex frequency. 

One of the radios that I had was a Motorola 80-D. It had the obligatory 
dynamotor supply and put out ~60 watts. The receiver was a bit insensitive, so I 
fashioned a preamp out of a 40673 (wish you could still get those!). A buddy of 
mine had a box full of R-390 meters, one of which was screwed on the front, a bit 
askew as I recall, and became a S meter. This was fun stuff for a 13 year old. 
Unfortunately, the BA 2M symptom of the ‘high tech desease', that I contracted 
earlier in life, has come out of remission. I find myself looking for that old 80- 
D at hamfests. I haven't found one yet. The reason they don't show up, I think, 
isn't because of perceived value but just the opposite. Why should anyone bring 
those clunky old things to shows, nobody wants them?? 

Anyway, in my quest for that dumb old 80D I have instead brought home other 
‘last years models' of VHF gear. My main 2M rig, in the shack that is, is a GE 
Master Exec base station with a homebrew synthesizer. I do feel guilty about 
tacking a modern synthesizer on a BA, but a second, and equally strong symptom of 
‘high tech desease' is cheapness in hobby and Xtals are expensive, besides the 
synthesizer is home brew and.... 

Now to the point of all this, we have mostly specified the definition of BA gear 
as a whole, but does the BA classification on VHF gear diverge just a bit. 
Specifically how about a Motorola HT-200, you know the lusted after all solid 
state Handi-Talkie of 1960s vintage. No tubes, I agree, but I think it might be a 
BA?? I was working on some 70's vintage Japanese mobiles last night and the were 
big and clunky and fun to work on but BAs?? So if you can, please help me to 
define my interest in all of the previously mentioned pieces of gear. Is it just 
stupidity or can I classify this as a real hobby 


Thanks, and keep on lifting em, 
-Chris 


Name: Chris WA3LDI 

E-mail: Chris <c_sieg@conknet.com> 
URL http: //www.conknet.com/piexx 
Date: 11/17/97 

Time: 7:20:24 AM 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 06:39:26 -0600 (CST) 

From: Kevin Pease <hamradio@mm1001.theporch.com> 

To: Colin Thompson <goldstate.net! burkec@mm1001.theporch. com> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <theporch.com!boatanchors@mm1001.theporch. com> 
Subject: Re: THANKS TO (WHO?) FOR THE REPAIR TIP 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.95.971117063122 .30175B-100000@mm1001.theporch. com> 


On Mon, 17 Nov 1997, Colin Thompson wrote: 


It really bugs me to see classic performance cars being garaged, 
coveted and relagated to museum status. The same goes for boatanchors. 
The real museum is in the experience of the mind. Fix them to the best 
of your ability and use them! 


HVV VV Vv 


agree with Colin 100 percent. Since I drive a 30 year old clasic Mustang 
to work every day and use an almost 50 year old NC-173R regularly on my 
night stand I guess that I practice what I beleive. I have seen the same 
foolhardy originality stuff ruin the Mustang hobbie and it will eventually 
ruin the BA hobbie. It bothers me when I see the Japanese buing up old 
BA's to put on the shelf. It also bothers me to se people re-finish the 
cabinet on an old console and not make the radio inside work again. 


A few months back I resurected my great Grandmothers old Brunswik TRF 
Radio that she bought in 1932. It hadn't been used in many years. She is 
aproching 90 years old and was so pleased to beable to listen to the first 
radio that she bought. The cabinet is showing its age but the old TRF 
works great and is being enjoyed. 


Lets all use the old BA's and let the museium curators worry about the 
looks on the ones that we can't make work again. 


Kevin Pease 
WBOJIZG 
Mount Juliet, TN. 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 97 14:57:54 UT 

From: "Paul Bernhard" <W2TU@classic.msn.com> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Ramblings: 

Message-ID: <UPMAIL18.199711171459080397@classic.msn.com> 


For Bob (AA8A) I don't have any for sale, but at the USS Sullivans museum ship 
radio room I have RBA,RBB,RBC, and RBS radios in their original spots. I have 
just finished getting the RBS working and will take it back to the Radio 
central next week. The RBB works and I use it for ship wide background music 
when the museum is open. My Buffalo winter projects are getting the RBG back 
in shape and then the R390A. Stop be in the warm months to see the setup. I 
also have the WRT-2, Wrxr-2,R1051B and others. 


For Colin Thompson on repairs: 


Colin, I agree with your assesment of the repair jobs. I am not a Navy ET or 
anything (I was in The Army Band!) but in working on the rigs I can see where 
at sea, repairs were made and the factory connections were changed and 
evidently no degregation. Very few things are as they where! 


Love this list! 


Paul Bernhard - W2TU@msn.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 97 10:20:40 EST 

From: gc@cen.com (Gary Chatters) 

To: c_sieg@conknet.com 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: RE: VHF FM BA GEAR BEING USED? 
Message-ID: <9711171520.AA03851@cen. com> 


Chris writes (with a mailer that sends really long lines): 


> 

>Hi Folks, 

> On Sunday John Sehring asked if anyone was using BA VHF gear. This subject 
holds my interest as well for nostalgic reasons. As a kid, I remember converting 
quite a few commercial service rejects for ham use in the 'new' FM section of the 
2 meter band. A few guys had put a repeater on 146.34 - 146.76 in our area, and of 
course there was the 146.94 simplex frequency. 


The topic of tube type VHF FM gear comes up once in a while on this list. 
I don't have any, but the main reason is just too many other projects 
and not enough space in the apartment. 


It is difficult to find this stuff, but a dedicated hamfester will 
find at least little bits of it. Over the past couple of years I have 
seen a few Motorola Research Line Twin-V sets, T43GGV (if I remember 
correctly), and an occasionaly "A" or "G" strip receiver. 

The one that I should not have passed up, but did, was a receiver from 


the FMTR-30D set. This was one of the ones with Loctal tubes. 


A few of the old H11 or H13 series Motorola Walkie-Talkies have shown 
up the past few years. These luggable radios actually use tubes, 

so you don't have to try to strech the definition of BA for hand 
carried radios. 


I have a few of the Motorola Motracs (the hybrid radios) as well as 
some of the early solid-state pack sets (PT300, PT400) that are all 
in the Real Soon Now queue. They are fun to work with, too, but 

I won't classify them as BAs (at least not for this list). 


73, 
Gary 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 07:50:02 -@800 (PST) 

From: David Ragsdale <doragsda@polymail.cpunix.calpoly.edu> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Need 8873 Tube 

Message-ID: <199711171550.HAA11391@rubens.artisan.calpoly.edu> 


Hello all: an acquaintance without list access needs a 8873 final for a 
Heath SB-230. A good used pull would probably be more in line with his 
budget. Anyone got one available? Email me and I'll have him get in touch 
with you. thanks. 


73 
Dave 
KF6BOM 


David Ragsdale, R.E.H.S., Environmental Health and Safety Manager 
Risk Management, California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo 
dragsdal@calpoly.edu_ ***xxx*  doragsda@oboe.calpoly.edu 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 11:00:51 -0500 
From: Bill Breshears <bbuck@cccbbs.com> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Transformer rewind info needed 
Message-ID: <34706A33.D6C80FBD@cccbbs. com> 


I Have a failed HV transformer that I want to rewind. An old article in 
November 1957 CQ, pg. 70 , has a lot of details, however I wanted to get 
the 


sage advise of this group. 
Any advise is welcomed, however specifically: 


1. Will plain enamel magnet wire be OK or is there a new insulation that 
is 

now superior? 

and where can I best purchase a few pounds? 


2. The referenced article suggests Scotch Brand #33 electrical tape for 
inter 

winding insulation. Is there better stuff now? Where can it be obtained 
in 

needed quantities? 


3. Any other reading/references for the do-it-your-selfer? 
4. Any body doing or has done this recently? 


Yes, I know Peter Dahl has good stuff, but this way I'll either have a 
neat 
new capability for BAs or won't mind paying Peter as much. 


Thanks, 


Bill Breshears WC3K Ex: W5VVP, VK8BJ, WA6ZEZ 
Bowie, MD 
bbuck@cccbbs.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 16:10:48 +0000 

From: Rich Force <bhabooks@together.net> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: National Union Tube question 

Message-ID: <3.0.3.32.19971117161048 .00758de4@pop. together.net> 


Thanks to all who answered by question about the 1B1 Tube. Not only did I 
learn it is a ballast tube but that it is a 1V/360ma ballast used in the 
S-39 Receiver. Thanks again to all. After 3 days of being on this list on 
a trial basis I am going to FAX Jack with my CC info. This is a great group. 


73, Rich WB1ASL 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 11:11:05 -0500 (EST) 


From: William Donzelli <william@ans.net> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Transformer rewind info needed 

Message-ID: <Pine.GSO.3.96.971117110737 .10123J-100000@titan.purch.ans.net> 


1. Will plain enamel magnet wire be OK or is there a new insulation that 
is 

now Superior? 

and where can I best purchase a few pounds? 


VV VV 


I will sell you a spool of #52 wire (do not breathe, you will break it!) 
cheap! Somehow, I think that might not be what you need. 


> 3. Any other reading/references for the do-it-your-selfer? 


The TAB technical series of books (the classy professional stuff) has an 
excellent book written in both academic and layman terms concerning 
transformers, including a part about hand winding power transformers. I 
forget what it is called. 


William Donzelli 
william@ans.net 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 10:34:17 -0600 

From: launerb@crl.com (William H. Launer) 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 
Message-ID: <v01530500b0961de306cd@[192.0.2.1]> 


I looked in the index of my old college textbook, "Electromagnetic Waves 
and Radiating Systems" (E. C. Jordan, 1950) for the terms "Aerial" and 
"Antenna". 

Only "Antenna" was listed; it seems that "Aerial" was an obsolete term in 
the U.S. engineering community at least as early as 1950. 


73, Bill wbOcld 


Bill Launer 

St. Charles, MO 

launerb@crl.com 
wbOcld@wbOcld.ampr.org [44.46.66.25] 
qrp-1 #279 qrp arci #3551 

Grid Square EM48RT 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 08:57:56 -0800 (PST) 

From: Stanley Wilson <microres@crl.com> 

To: "William H. Launer" <launerb@crl.com> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 

Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.971117085331.3462B-100000@cr110.cr1.com> 


Radio Physics Course published 1933, by Alfred a Ghirardi, p 362 
Quote: 


"The words aerial and antenna are used interchangably by the layman, 
although accurately speaking, the top or the elvated portion of the 
antenna is the aerial, and that portion which completes the electrical 
connection betweeen the elevated portion of the antenna is the aerial, 
and that portion which completes the electrical connection between the 
elevated aerial portion and the instruments is the lead-in . The antenna 
is the entire system consistsing of the aerial and lead-in together." 


de stan akOb 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 12:41:42 -0500 

From: "Ed Santavicca" <santavic@ct.picker.com> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: PJ-068 scarce?. Yes, but... 
Message-ID: <23B98E727BE@ct1.ct.picker.com> 


On 16 Nov 97 at 0:28, JOSE V. GAVILA (EB5AGV/EC5AAU wrote: 
Hi gang, 
Well, if you are reading this message, the title has done some effect :-)!. 


Currently I have, among other equipment, a Collins 32S-3 and a Drake T-4XC. 
Soon (let's hope!), I'll have also a Drake TR-4CW/rit, a TR-4CW and a 
T-4XB... If you count (it is not so difficult; my 4 years old daughter does 
it :-) !), you get 5 transmitters, all of them with the scarce PJ-068 
connector for the microphone. Currently, I have only two of these 
connectors and I wondered how to manage with 4 different microphones I have 
around... The solution is so simple that probably all of you know it but, 
anyway, here you have: I have built a couple of ‘mic connector adapters' 


VV VV VV VV VV VV 


> made of a PJ-068 male connector, half a meter of shielded 3 conductor wire, 
> and an standard big female stereo phono plug (this plug is the one similar 
> to the PJ-068 style, but bigger). Then, I have attached commonly available 
> male stereo phono plugs to all my microphones. So I can use any mike with 
> any transmitter and, if I get any new mike, I need only to put in it a 

> readily available phono plug instead of the hard to find PJ-068. 

> 

> Please, if this idea is older than the wheel, forgive me!. I only wanted to 
> help ;-)!. 

> 

> Best regards. 

> 

> JOSE 

> weeeeew eee eee ewww ewww www www eww eww eww ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew 

> 73 EBS5AGV / EC5AAU 

> JOSE V. GAVILA 

> Ausias March 46, 15 

> 46910 Benetusser - VALENCIA 

> SPAIN 

> 

> http://www. geocities.com/SiliconValley/6992/ 

> e-mail: ebS5agv@ctv.es & eb5agv@amsat.org 

> 


In case anyone is interested, General Aviation in 
Mentor, Ohio stocks PJ-068 connectors for about $14. 
They are the solid brass 2 circuit Switchcraft plugs 
with black phenolic covers. 


I have been buying aircraft parts from these guys 
for years now. They are great to deal with. 

The number for General Aviation is 216-942-3500 
Ask for Jack McNeely. 


Ed Santavicca 


73 de 
AA8TV 
santavic@ct.picker.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 13:11:46 -0500 (EST) 

From: afpgreg@state.me.us (Paul V. Gregory) 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: PJ-068 scarce?. Yes, but... 

Message-ID: <199711171811.NAA17526@gatekeeper.ddp.state.me.us> 


>In case anyone is interested, General Aviation in 
>Mentor, Ohio stocks PJ-068 connectors for about $14. 


Hosflet has .206 dia. stereo plugs for $1.57 each! Good quality; I bought 
abt a have dozen a few weeks ago. Order no. is 224D "Drake and Collins 
Stereo" plug. Ph. is tollfree 888-264-6464 or 800-524-6464. 

--N1ZRR 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 11:25:54 -0800 

From: Doug Gordon <dmgordon@pacbell.net> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: 1992-1993 Callbooks 

Message-ID: <34709A42.3718@pacbell.net> 


Hi All, 


I would like to know the first callbook issue in which my late friend 
Dean, K6AKK was listed. I believe between Winter 1992 amd Winter 1993. 
One rig he used was a Gonset Commander and Super Six mobile. Any info 
on dates would be appreciated, and if possible would like to get hold of 
that C'book issue. Thanks for reading. 


73, 
Doug (ex K6PUN) 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:20:41 -0500 (EST) 

From: JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Message-ID: <9711171420.aa02880@pcusa01.ecunet.org> 


To: boatanchors@theporch.com 


BTW, it appears to be not too tough to modify a Johnson Ranger to get onto 
Six. The fabulous 11 m band gets replaced when you do that. 


The Ranger II had Six on it. The conversion can be done on a I from the II 
manual and/or from at least one short art. in QST (1/59 Technical 
Correspondence) on same. I haven't done it (yet!) so don't know of the 
former & latter changes are the same or not. 


Were there any other arts on doing this? 


I also have a Halli HA-6 6m transveter to get onto Six but need to build up 
a power supply for it. Anyone with a Halli P-26 power supply to sell? 


-John Sehring (Mon, Nov 17, 1997 11:34 am MT @Baker, Montana) UCC WB2EQG 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:20:43 -@500 (EST) 

From: JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: OTHER MODULATION SCHEMES 

Message-ID: <9711171420.aa02920@pcusa01.ecunet.org> 


To: boatanchors@theporch.com 


With ‘perfect' AM, the xaveragex (over the time of one modulation cycle, 
the reciprocal of the lowest audio frequency transmitted) signal power 
doesn't vary, whether it is modulated or not. (Look at a phasor diagram of 
an AM signal to see this.) No, not xthat* kind of phasor, Scotty! 


An S-meter (and the AVC circuit, which drives the S-meter, indirectly or 
otherwise) responds only to average power when correctly designed, 
otherwise it would try to remove the modulation from the signal too. 


However, unless your panadaptor has enuf resolution (selectivity, not too 
many do) to clearly separate the carrier and all the sidebands of a signal, 
you may be looking at the vector sum-total result of the carrier & the two 
sidebands--and that xwill*x change on an instantaneous basis. 


I do notice though that some broadcast AM sigs do seem to vary in their 
power. I use very slow AVC time constant & it still varies. Not pure AM? 
Some kind of super-modulation? Using Kahn's Power-Side (sort of 
semi-sideband)? Other explanations? 


-John Sehring (Mon, Nov 17, 1997 11:47 am MT @Baker, Montana) UCC WB2EQG 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:20:37 -0500 (EST) 

From: JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Message-ID: <9711171420 .aa02825@pcusa01.ecunet.org> 


To: boatanchors@theporch.com 


> 
> Is anybody out there using BA type FM rigs on 10m, 6m or 2m? 


Got some interesting feedback, thanks. 
Here am using mostly Motorola BA FM gear on 10m & 6m. 


For receiving I use on Motorola's best BA stuff, called ‘“Sensicon'. 18 
tube receiver strips, fit into a 19" rack, have a large Permakay IF filter 
at one end, volume & squelch controls on chassis. 


The strips I've got range in mfr date from 1950 to 1962. Not too many 
changes were made along the way, I like a stable design. Converting ‘em to 
10m or 6m often making some component changes in the front end. Most of 
this stuff covers only a 5 to 10 MHz at a time so conversion is sometimes 
needed. E.g. for Sensicon, the ranges ("splits") are 25-30, 30-40 & 40-50. 
The last works on 52.5 MHz FB. The necessary changes are shown right on 
the schematic. 


If they are older wideband (for 015 kHz deviation signals) units, they'll 
want narrowband (05 kHz deviation) filters installed for best selectivity. 


Not really necessary on wide open 52.525 MHz but necessary on 10m FM where 
channel spacing is 20 kHz. However, NB radio will have slightly better 
sensitivity to very weak signals (narrower bandpass lets in less noise). 
Conversion changes are on the schematic. 


Anybody know/guess what that difference in sensitivity between WB & NB rx's 
might be? 


I've got 3 each Sensicons on 6m & 10m, drive ‘em with separate, different 
antennas (e.g. 2-el quad, vertical & longwire), fun to watch sigs pop from 
one receiver to another on fades, get space & polarization diversity this 
way. Sometimes get 2 different QSO's on xsamex freq. at the xsamex time, 
FM's capture effect lets that happen, it's wierd! 


Anybody know what the capture ratio of such an FM rx might be? The less 
the FM deviation (and therefore the bandpass) the higher it is. Broadcast 
FM (using 075 kHz deviation) rx's can get to under 1 dB of capture ratio. 


Have separate S-metering for each rx & ability to look at the difference in 
sig strength between any 2 rx's & ck frequency with zero-center meters. 


The rx's are very reliable, xneverx had to change anything in 16 years, 
except a tube or two when I first got ‘em. 


Tx on 6m is a very old G.E., mfr'd 1950, has AC ps on board, 2@ 807's in 
final. Never had to do any maintenance on it. FB TVI generator too! 


TX on 10m is Motorola strip w/separate ps, 2@ 6146B's in final, do 100 
watts continuous. 


Lots of fun to play with, can't wait for 10m to open more. 


Only problem is xtals for all the 10m FM freqs, thinking about using an old 
11m CB PLL-02A board (gulp!) to drive 'em instead. 


-John Sehring (Mon, Nov 17, 1997 10:06 am MT @Baker, Montana) UCC WB2EQG 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:20:39 -0500 (EST) 

From: JOHN_SEHRING.parti@ecunet.org (JOHN SEHRING) 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: BA VHF FM RIGS & REPEATERS 

Message-ID: <9711171420.aa02854@pcusa01.ecunet.org> 


To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

What freq is the K1JCL 6m AM repeater on? 

I don't see it in my 1995 ARRL repeater directory. 

Are there any other AM repeaters now on 10m, 6m or 2m? 


I remember an AM one from Idaho in late 70's, ran a DX-40 tx I think & 11m 
converted CB board for rx. Was on an odd split like 29.53/63 or? 


I think AM repeaters make a lot of sense. The very first ham repeaters 
were AM (see Bill Pasternack's repeater handbook) 


10 m has only 4 FM repeater pairs for the whole country! 20 kHz spacing is 
really the best minimum spacing (using 05 kHz FM). The AM repeaters were 
certainly more sensitive than the FM ones (FM threshold effect on weak sigs 
& all that). They were also much less susceptible to selective fading 
effects, that can really rip up FM sigs on HF. 


But with AM, 10 kHz spacing is easy & would give 9 pairs. Even less 
Spacing is possible with good receivers & proper tx audio shaping but then 
channel freqs. come out wierd. 


Of course I'm dreaming here because you have to live with the existing FM 
repeaters & they xxcannot*x* cope with sigs only 10 kHz away. 


I can say this with certainty because it was tried (accidentally) on the 
10m repeater sub-band in the 70's. Folks saw those nice 20 kHz gaps and 
plunked down there for SSB QSO's & such. Boy did it tear up the FM 
repeater inputs. I often had to go on SSB & kindly ask folks to move. 10 
m was really crowded sometimes when conditions were good. 


That was the heyday of BA FM stuff. BA was the only way back then to get 
on 10m FM, to work simplex or repeaters. A few hardy souls (like me) 
modified their BA SSB tx's (a Hammarlund HX-50A) to run FM. 


(If you're curious, there's VFO freq. shift thing in the HX-50 using a 
varactor to maintain VFO calibration when switching from one sideband to 
the other. I just put a tiny bit of low-level audio on it from the speech 
amp, run rig in CW mode & voil0d, FM!) 


All of the 10m repeaters were, in the beginning, all BA of course. 
Now sing along with me... 


Oh, those were the days, my friend 

We thought they'd never end 

We'd transmit and receive forever and a day 

We'd run the mode we chose 

We'd always have some tubes 

Those were the days, my friend, those were the days! 


...Excuse me, ah, now where was I? 


-John Sehring (Mon, Nov 17, 1997 10:44 am MT @Baker, Montana) UCC WB2EQG 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 1779 
KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK KKK KKK 


>From ???@??? Tue Nov 18 03:09:11 1997 

Message-Id: <199711180338.VAA21567@sco.theporch. com> 
Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 21:38:40 CST 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 1780 


BOATANCHORS Digest 1780 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Re: Glass Audio 
by Ken Gordon <keng@uidaho.edu> 
2) Mercury Vapor Wonderment 
by Doug Gordon <dmgordon@pacbell.net> 
3) Re Aerials 
by philip mccoy <dgnova@erols.com> 
4) Galaxy GT550 FS 
by TubsC@aol.com 
5) Tube Info... 


6) 

7) 

8) 

2) 
10) 
aly 
12) 
13) 
14) 
15) 
16) 
17) 
18) 
19) 
20) 
21) 
22) 
23) 
24) 
25) 
26) 
27) 
28) 


29) 


by Ken Gordon <keng@uidaho.edu> 

Help! R-390 oscillator connectors...gack! 
by Dexter Francis <cwest@xmission.com> 
What happened to the Aerials ? 

by "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

Re: What happened to the Aerials ? 

by Neal McEwen <nmcewen@metronet.com> 
Hamfest Report - Benson NC 

by Nick England <nick@cs.unc.edu> 

BA Audio 

by "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

re: Thanks to (who?) for the repair tip! 
by "Ian Abbott" <ian@gene.COM> 

FM BA's” Link 2210 Wanted 

by "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

Z' SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 

by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com> 

Re: "AM" vs. DSB 

by Jeffrey Herman <jeffreyh@hawaii.edu> 

Re AM Repeaters 

by "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

WTB SB-110A Parts rig 

by "Ray Allen, W2KBR/3" <raallen@erols.com> 
National RCP owners? 

by bdhall@ghg.net (Benjamin D. Hall) 

SP600 Knob & cover plate 

by lrm-brm@juno.com 

Selenium Rectifiers - Replacement Considerations and Toxicity 
by "Ornitz, Barry L" <ornitz@eastman.com> 
HQ129-X Front Panels 

by Ron or Wendy Hankins <rh8421@gate.net> 
GLASS AUDIO Simplified 

by "Allan Fritsche" <fritsche@classic.msn.com> 
Re: SP600 Knob & cover plate 

by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin. aurora. edu> 


RE: Aerials 
by Bob/WBOAUQ <brainbol@lawrence.ks.us> 
RE: Aerials 


by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin. aurora. edu> 
Re: GLASS AUDIO Simplified 

by Ed Tanton <n4xy@bellsouth.net> 

RE: Selenium Rectifiers 

by "Herbert M. Rosenthal" <herbrose@lobo.net> 
'55 Walter Ashe Catalog 

by bdhall@ghg.net (Benjamin D. Hall) 

Filter Chokes 

by PLT1032@aol.com 

Re: Cap extraction - SX28 


by jackiv@juno.com (John M Iverson) 
30) Re: THANKS TO (WHO?) FOR THE REPAIR TIP 
by Rich Force <bhabooks@together.net> 
31) Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 
by Sandy W5TVW <ebjr@worldnet.att.net> 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 11:59:41 -0800 (PST) 

From: Ken Gordon <keng@uidaho.edu> 

To: Colin Thompson <burkec@goldstate.net> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Glass Audio 

Message-ID: <Pine.BSF.3.95.971117115908 .12948G -100000@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu> 


> Burning the midnight oil here or is it the thought that if you can't 
> measure it, you can't hear it, burning between my ears? Besides, hard 
> to catch Asian dx is booming in on the West coast. The world was flat 
> untill Magellan went sailing. 


It was? I thought the Ancient Greeks figured out that it was round. 


> Everything revolved around the Sun untill 

> Gallileo built a telescope. Yup, everything we know now is infallible. 
> Metaphors? Truth is stranger than fiction or is it the other way 

> around? 

> 

> 73, 

> 

> Colin 

> 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 12:02:55 -0800 

From: Doug Gordon <dmgordon@pacbell.net> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Mercury Vapor Wonderment 

Message-ID: <3470A2EE.6763@pacbell.net> 


Hi Vapor fans, 


Have enjoyed all the chatter about 866A's, etc. Have used a lot of'em 
and of course many more 3B28's. Not being a chemist I have often 
wondered what was the grey-black coating on the plates of many of these 
tubes. I have a new pair that have never been used and I note that this 
coating is "blistered" like paint that didn't adhere properly(this 


coating is all there at the moment). Many tubes with this coating have 
it flaked(little stringy pieces)all over the interior of the tube with 
bare spots on the under side of the plates where it came from and all 
the ones I've seen are bad. There were a number of these tubes that 
don't seem to have the coating--all of mine are good. I always look for 
those when buying more. What was the black coating? What does it do? 
Why does it come off? Was there a shelf life? Will my blistered pair 
fail as soon as I fire ‘em up or soon therafter? "Some" people (I) want 
to know. Barry??? Anyone?? BTW still looking for "good" 866JR's(not 
Hytron's with plate caps please). Thanks for reading. (Y'all might guess 
I still like Hg) :-) 


73, 
Doug K6AKK 


Date: Mon, 07 Jan 80 15:52:59 -0800 

From: philip mccoy <dgnova@erols.com> 

To: boatanchors@sco.theporch.com 

Subject: Re Aerials 

Message-ID: <199711172009.PAA18492@smtp2.erols.com> 


The British still use the term Aerial. I can just see some 
British army sargent saying: antennas are for insects and 
aerials for wireless 


Philip McCoy dgnova@erols.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 15:20:53 -0500 (EST) 

From: TubsC@aol.com 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Galaxy GT550 FS 

Message-ID: <971117152052_139004289@mrin84.mail.aol.com> 


Greetings all, 
The subject says it all... Ive got a GT550 which is surplus to my needs. 
Included are the power supply/speaker, original manual and a spare set 
of NOS 6LB6's. It worked well the last time I used it (about 6 months ago). 
Im asking $150 plus shipping. Anyone interested? 
Chris Krug KC5IIE 
(TubsC@aol.com) 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 12:52:42 -Q800 (PST) 

From: Ken Gordon <keng@uidaho.edu> 

To: boatanchors@sco.theporch.com 

Cc: glowbugs@Qwww.atl.org 

Subject: Tube Info... 

Message-ID: <Pine.BSF.3.95.971117124906 .14320A-100000@piobaire.mines.uidaho.edu> 


I just came across a rather complete library of GE tubes in a shop across 
the hall from me. This consists of about 4 feet of heavy binders with 
complete specs and PHOTOS of GE tubes. VERY enjoyable to read. I will be 
happy to copy and mail any info you people need on any tube covered in 
this collection for an SASE. 


Ken W7EKB 

226 N. Washington St. 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) -882-8745 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:37:27 -0700 

From: Dexter Francis <cwest@xmission.com> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Help! R-390 oscillator connectors...gack! 
Message-ID: <3470B90E.50CO@xmission.com> 


Greetings all - 


While putting the AC filter back in the R-390 I clumsily (and stupidly, 
I might add) over-strained the leads which go into the twin twist-lock 
connectors that feed the xtal oven/oscillator section. I am amazed at 
how fragile these contacts are given the guage of wire they're fed 
with. In any case, I am now in need of 4 female contacts, as I broke 
the wires right off. Can anyone provide me with a amphenol part number 
or a few spares? 


I'd also appreciate some guidance on the back panel wiring near the fuse 
holders. I have a few "extra" wires that I'm trying to figure out where 
to hook up. They are the small guage ones. One is White with a Red 
stripe and appears to go into the connectror body for the power supply, 
the other is pale blue with no stripe. It goes into the bundle as it 
passes into the center bay. 


Visit our Web site at http://www. xmission.com/~cwest/ 


e-mail to: tubes@usa.net -or- cwest@xmission.com 
(P.0. Box 22443, Salt Lake City, Utah 84122) 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 13:42:01 -0800 

From: "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

To: <brainbol@lawrence.ks.us> 

Cc: "boatanchors" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: What happened to the Aerials ? 
Message-ID: <199711172142 .NAAQ5192@shell.wco.com> 


rumor has it the Greeks were running out of the things... 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 15:56:46 -@600 (CST) 
From: Neal McEwen <nmcewen@metronet.com> 

To: rau@wco.com 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: What happened to the Aerials ? 
Message-ID: <199711172156 .AA14220@metronet.com> 


It is interesting to note that Thomas Edison patented the Aerial. 


had to buy the rights to it! 
73 de Neal, K5RW 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 17:06:11 -0500 (EST) 

From: Nick England <nick@cs.unc.edu> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Hamfest Report - Benson NC 

Message-ID: <199711172206.RAA15135@altair.cs.unc.edu> 


A number of boatanchorites showed up at the Benson NC hamfest this 


past Sunday. Weather was, err, brisk for us tailgaters as dawn 


Marconi, 


(and a stiff wind) broke over the sweet potato fields of eastern NC. 


Some interesting stuff: 


A parts vendor was selling line cords with Elmenco fused plugs attached. 
$1 each for these exact Heath/Johnson replacements - we loaded up! 


John KF40ZY acquired a nifty GREY 51J-4. 
Factory paint job with Collins/Rockwell logo 


John WB50AU went home with a $10 DX-60, a BC-610 TU, and more good stuff 


Boat Anchor Bob NA4G and Tim W4TIM were in attendance advertising a 


WRT-12 shipboard xmtr for sale 


New Speed-X keys in US Govt "Key, Telegraph" boxes were going for $15 
Best buy - HRO-60, 4 coils in cabinet, speaker - all for $100 
Second best buy - Mint Drake 2B with 2BQ for $80 
Most interesting rig - John AE4N was selling a rare old one: 
Eldico TR-1 transmitter - 813 modulated by pair of 811s 
John W4WAW had a really nice RME-45 with matching speaker, 
also an RCA AR-77 


All in all a nice little hamfest - if you find yourself in 
this part of the country next November, check it out. 


73 & Have Fun, 
Nick England KDA4CPL nick@cs.unc.edu Univ. O£ North Carolina 
http: //www.cs.unc.edu/~nick Chapel Hill NC 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:18:52 -0800 

From: "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

To: "boatanchors" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: BA Audio 

Message-ID: <199711172219 .0AA18428@shell.wco.com> 


Wheres the beef.?. we all listen to tube amps in our BA's..and some of use 
have BA hi-FI's.. 


I even have a Japanese Hi Fi tube type shortwave tuner-amplifier that 
covers 80- 40- 20 meters... 


al lot of time is spent working on audio response in Am transmitters. 
whats the squawk ? 


Larry 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:33:02 -0800 

From: "Ian Abbott" <ian@gene.COM> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Cc: 74221.3661@compuserve.com 

Subject: re: Thanks to (who?) for the repair tip! 
Message-ID: <9711171433 .ZM21803@emerald.gene.com> 


Hello- 


I'm the guy who posted the original note about snipping leads and 
splicing in new components. I had no idea that what I was doing was (in some 
minds) the Boatanchor moral-equivalent of killing the Lindbergh baby. Oh 
well, that smoky, char-broiled aroma that I've acquired reminds me of good 
barbecue. (Pass the sauce and the slaw, please...) 


One thing that's funny to me is that the radio I described working on 
was a Hallicrafters S-38A, although I didn't identify it. I suspect that if 
the Smithsonian needed one to complete their collection they weren't going to 
come for this one anyway. The original paint is scratched, after all. 


Another thing that's funny to me is the hyperventilating, 
self-righteous prose about "respecting" the " 
craftsmanship" of the original 
assembly. Obviously, the reasoning goes, if I'm willing to inflict a "TV 
shop" repair on one of my radios I'm failing to "respect" it. (It's 
interesting that this technique is derided as a "TV shop" technique- 
horrors!- despite the fact that Our Boys In Uniform were taught to do it by 
Uncle Sam.) Well, I see xsomex difference between splicing in an Orange Drop 
and (for example) putting the radio on a shelf (or in a dumpster) where it 
will never be listened to again. Now that, in my opinion- and that's what all 
of this is, opinions- is failing to "respect" the radio. 


Every time I turn on one of my radios and tune in the world using a 
circuit and xmostx of the components originally installed I'm "respecting" it 
as far as I'm concerned. I have respect for people who want to dissect and 
re-build a paper capacitor, and I think it's a shame that my approach to the 
hobby is apparently seen by some of those folks as crude, unenlightened, and 
"disrespectful." 


Heck, in the case of military equipment, remember that in every case 
it was built by the xlowestx bidder! 


Here's to a xshared* appreciation of old radios and the people who 
designed, built, and operated them. 


Cheers! 


IEA 


Suffer fools lightly. 
Then bake at 375 degrees for 20 minutes in a lightly greased pan. 


roa Sm UE et eR es SN SI RS te ON A Se SR eran AS Be eed Oe is 
Ian E. Abbott abbott.ian@gene.com % 
Genentech, Inc. Voice: 650.225.1793 % 
Fermentation/Recovery Pager: 650.655.9160 <"tiii>< 
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Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 14:33:48 -0800 

From: "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

To: <c_sieg@conknet.com> 

Cc: "boatanchors" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: FM BA's’ Link 2210 Wanted 

Message-ID: <199711172234 .0AA23783@shell.wco.com> 


Chris... what BA gear is still used in VHF is primarily used in repeater 
service..BA is defined as tube radios only.. so you wont be able to list 
your HT 200 want here.. but i have a working one with drop in 
charger..need a nicad pack..I have a bad one you can re cell.,.. it is on 
the local fire freq.; about 154 mc. 


I also have 1/2 of an 80 d... can't remember if it is the xmtr or rcvr.. 
but I think the transmitter... 


I want to find the small Link 2210 transceiver which used a 2E26.. about 8 
x 10 by 24 inches...with external control head... it was a taxi/cop mobile. 
BA Fm is fun and HI IF too ! 


Simplex any one ? 


Plenty of people are collecting vintage transistor and hybrid gear.. it is 
certainly a legitimate hobby. 


73 larry W6WUH 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 17:42:38 -0500 

From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compusetrve.com> 

To: Multiple recipients of 1 <boatanchors@sco.theporch.com> 
Subject: Z'SsssssssssSSSSSSSSSSSS 

Message-ID: <199711171742_MC2-2885-C378@compuserve. com> 


>> 

> >But what about ZED, you forgot ZED for Z...... 

>> = 

>What else could it be ? Hi 
=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D= 
=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D 


ZEE, ZEBRA, ZULU, ZANY, ZIP, ZIPO, = 


and the rest, = 


ABLE, BAKER, CHARLIE, DOG, EASY, FREDDIE, GEORGE, 


HOTEL, INDIA, JAPAN, KILO, LONDON, MOMMY, NIGGER, 
OBOE, PAPA, QUEEN, ROGER, SUGAR, TOMMY, UNCLE, VICTOR, = 


WISKY, XRAY, YOKE, ZEBRA = 


maybe ? 
Ben G4BXD (MWMM) 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 13:11:57 -1000 
From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffreyh@hawaii.edu> 
To: Boatanchors List <boatanchors@sco.theporch.com>, 
Joel Govostes <jwg6@CORNELL.EDU> 
Cc: BOATANCHORS@LISTSERV.TEMPE.GOV 
Subject: Re: "AM" vs. DSB 
Message-ID: <Pine.GSO.3.95q.971117130541.8477A-100000@uhunix3> 


On Mon, 17 Nov 1997, Joel Govostes wrote: 


I never did monitor my own signal, (and the rig operated fine,) but now I 
wonder - was the rig only generating the sidebands (both); i.e. was there 
no carrier generated in that case (true DSB)? Or would there have actually 
been a carrier, perhaps reduced, compared to a "normal" AM transmitter - 
signal. 


Perhaps the DSB was merely a feature to allow for AM compatibility on the 
air(?) -- but I never asked -- would the other stations have had to use a 


VV VV VV VV WV 


> BFO to copy me? 


I recall back in the mid to late 70s, we (USCG radio stations) were 
running DSB on 2182 kc - this was due to the worldwide transition from 

AM to SSB on the 2-3 Mc maritime voice band. DSB was compatable with both 
modes. Carrier was not completely supressed - don't recall what pct of 

it was actually there, though. 


(2182 kc is the international MF/HF voice calling & distress freq'y; 
it's the voice equivalent to 500 kc CW.) 


Jeff KH2PZ / KH6 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 15:14:50 -0800 

From: "W6WUH Larry" <rau@wco.com> 

To: <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re AM Repeaters 

Message-ID: <199711172315.PAA09334@shell.wco.com> 


Worst thing you will ever hear is an AM repeater. We are talking high level 
repeating of heterodynes, noise, impulses, static,etc. 


Trust me on this one... we used to have one in Marin County California in 
the early 60's... and I have never heard anyone who was there wax nostalgic 
over that thing ! 


Remember that countless carriers will be able to open the recievers 
squelch, but there will be no audio there to repeat...part of the reality 
of having all the intelligence carried by only 25% of the transmitted 
power. 


so every guy who kerchunks the thing and get a squelch drop thinks he' made 
the machine.. WRONG ! 


Or you can crank down the squelch real tight... and everyone can just 
heterodyne on the input trying to get in. 


73 Larry \W6WUH 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 19:15:09 -0800 

From: "Ray Allen, W2KBR/3" <raallen@erols.com> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: WTB SB-110A Parts rig 


Message-ID: <3471083D.3584@erols.com> 


Group: Looking to buy Heathkit SB-110A parts rig....73 
Ray Allen, W2KBR/3 

8303 Grainfield Road 

Severn, MD. ,21144-2331 

FM-19, TenX 68656, CBC 379 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 17:33:46 -0600 

From: bdhall@ghg.net (Benjamin D. Hall) 

To: BoatAnchors@SCO.ThePorch.Com 

Subject: National RCP owners? 

Message-ID: <3.0.32.19971117173340.0068ce88@mailman. ghgcorp.com> 


Folks: if you own a National RCP, please e-mail me. I've come across a 
real goldmine of historical info. 


Thanks and 73, 

Ben 

Benjamin D. Hall, KD5BYB, Engine and radio collector / operator 
extraordinaire. Located in Houston, Texas, USA. 

e-mail: BDHall@ghg.net web:http://www.ghgcorp.com/bdhall 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 18:31:53 EST 

From: lrm-brm@juno.com 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: SP600 Knob & cover plate 

Message-ID: <19971117 .173016.4439.1.1rm-brm@juno.com> 


Hello and thanks for reading this. I have found most of the knobs I need 
. just need to find the Beat Oscillator knob from the right side... it 
has a center 0 and then minus freq. in .5 KHz steps on the left of the 
knob, plus freq. on the right of the knob. ie. 
5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0. 
Also, I am looking for the cover plate that goes over the tuning 
capacitor with the I.D. plate that says it is a SP600JX-6 type receiver. 
Also, I am looking for the ring clamp that goes around the meter to keep 
it in place. The clamp is circular, flanged to one side and has a screw & 
nut to tighten it to hold it to the back of the front panel. Doesn't 
have to come from Hammarlund.. I believe the meter is made by Weston. 
All help in finding these parts is appreciated. Thanks. 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 19:21:31 -0500 

From: "Ornitz, Barry L" <ornitz@eastman.com> 

To: "'boatanchors@sco.theporch.com'" <boatanchors@sco.theporch.com> 

Cc: "‘ornitz@tricon.net'" <ornitz@tricon.net> 

Subject: Selenium Rectifiers - Replacement Considerations and Toxicity 
Message-ID: <c=US%a=_%p=Eastman%1l=NTD150-971118002131Z -22443@ntd150.kpt.emn.com> 


Hello gang! 


I found an old file I had written on selenium toxicity and selenium 
rectifier replacement. I added a little more to it and uploaded it to 
<sco.theporch.com> for Jack to place in the Boatanchor Archives. Look 
for it in a few days. I always urge the replacement of selenium 
rectifiers. They do age (as Ben noted) and when one blows, the stench 
is exceptionally bad - and also quite toxic. Fortunately the odor 
threshold is so low that most folks cannot stand to even be around a 
burnt selenium rectifier stack! 


If you want to keep the look, hide modern silicon diodes under the 
chassis leaving the selenium stacks for show only. 


73, Barry L. Ornitz WA4VZQ oxrnitz@eastman.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 19:34:44 -0Q400 

From: Ron or Wendy Hankins <rh8421@gate.net> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: HQ129-X Front Panels 

Message-ID: <v03102801b09684839a33@[208 .143.229.32]> 


I still have some new reproduction HQ129-X front panels. A photo can be 
seen at http://www. gate.net/~rh8421/radio. html 


Ron Hankins KK4PK 
555 Seminole Woods Blvd. 
Geneva, FL 32732 


rh8421@usa. net 
rh8421@gate.net 
rh8421@bitstorm. net 


Date: Tue, 18 Nov 97 01:59:14 UT 

From: "Allan Fritsche" <fritsche@classic.msn.com> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: GLASS AUDIO Simplified 

Message-ID: <UPMAILO3.199711180201160328@classic.msn.com> 


Nothing beats a 1N34 glass diode in parallel with a cheap crystal 

ear plug from the 50's.. Operating instructions are wire a 5 foot length of 
wire to a Gator clip, keep it honest, do not solder anything.Just twist it 
all together..Clip the gator to your bedspring and hold the opposite end 

of the diode clenched tightly with two fingers and most important lay 

down on the bed with your head facing north. If this is not possible, buy 

a new home. If you can not get the purest audio known to man from your 
local 50 KW Giant and that little earpeice, then your hearing is shot. 


But Remember, its Glass Audio.. 


Al 
fritsche@classic.msn.com 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 19:46:23 -0600 (CST) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu> 

To: lrm-brm@juno.com 

Cc: Boatanchors <boatanchors@sco.theporch. com> 

Subject: Re: SP600 Knob & cover plate 

Message-ID: <Pine.ULT.3.96.971117194511 .23793E-100000@admin. aurora. edu> 


On Mon, 17 Nov 1997 lrm-brm@juno.com wrote: 


. just need to find the Beat Oscillator knob from the right side... it 
has a center 0 and then minus freq. in .5 KHz steps on the left of the 
knob, plus freq. on the right of the knob. ie. 

5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0. 


VVV Vv 


Fair Radio had these a while ago - maybe they still have some. I got 
one for my SP-600 as it had the wrong one. 


"No one is listening until you make a mistake" 
E-mail broehrig@admin. aurora. edu 73 de Bob, K9EUI 
CIS: Data / Telecom Aurora University, Aurora, IL 


630-844-4898 Fax 630-844-5530 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 20:14:05 -0600 
From: Bob/WBOAUQ <brainbol@lawrence.ks.us> 
To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: RE: Aerials 

Message-ID: <3470F9ED.53BD@lawrence.ks.us> 


Thanks to all for response on aerials vs. antennas. 
Ask and ye shall receive..... 

73, 

Bob/WBOAUQ/AFA3RE FISTS #1905 
e-mailto:brainbol@lawrence.ks.us 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 20:11:03 -0600 (CST) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu> 

To: Bob/WBOAUQ <brainbol@lawrence.ks.us> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: RE: Aerials 

Message-ID: <Pine.ULT.3.96.971117201013 .24104B-100000@admin. aurora. edu> 


Maybe that's why I am having a hard time making contacts with my 
1929 Hartley - I am feeding an antenna, not an aerial. 


"No one is listening until you make a mistake" 
E-mail broehrig@admin.aurora.edu 73 de Bob, K9EUI 
CIS: Data / Telecom Aurora University, Aurora, IL 
630-844-4898 Fax 630-844-5530 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 21:27:16 -0500 

From: Ed Tanton <n4xy@bellsouth.net> 

To: fritsche@classic.msn.com 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: GLASS AUDIO Simplified 

Message-ID: <3.0.1.32.19971117212716 . 00b83af0@mail.atl.bellsouth.net> 


And of course listening tests confirm that the audio from any kind of diode 
enclosed in epoxy instead (and God forbid: metal!)-even if it was made from 


germanium-is not only pinched at the low end of the spectrum, but sounds 
artificial and quite constrained-as if the solidity of the epoxy affects 
the audio in some unknown manner. And anyone knows the use of silicon 
instead of germanium in a detector diode or low level amplifier transistor 
causes the reproduction to sound gritty-from the molecular pieces of silica 
not completely fused into the diode elements bouncing around the device 
structure... hence higher noise level thresholds as well. Unfortunately our 
present technology is unable to actually discern these effects, but any 
audiophile of sufficient wallet and gullibility can HEAR these differences 
(the wallet weighs one down sufficiently to stabilize the hearing platform, 
and the gullibility is necessary to keep an open-some would say wide open 
and completely empty-mind.) Right. 


73 

Ed Tanton N4XY ~~~ EMAIL: n4xy@bellsouth.net 

189 Pioneer Trail 

Marietta, GA 30068-3466 TEL: (770)579-3933 V/MBX/FAX 

"Think you can, think you can't: either way you're right!" Henry Ford 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 19:59:53 -0600 

From: "Herbert M. Rosenthal" <herbrose@lobo.net> 
To: BoatAnchors <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Selenium Rectifiers 

Message-ID: <3470F693.32A6@lobo.net> 


RE:Seleniums, etc., and a safety note...BA-related, I believe. 


It is not difficult to calculate the series resistance necessary to 
protect the replacement of a selenium with a silicon rectifier. 

1. Consider that at turn-on, the filter capacitor is totally 
discharged, and thus represents a short circuit. 

2. Thus the inrush current through the rectifier is limited 
almost entirely by the total dc resistance of the secondary winding, and 
perhaps a filter choke, if there is one, before the (first) filter 
capacitor. 


This resistance is often sufficient to protect the diodes in supplies 
that produce 4-500V @ 2-300 MA, due to the high internal resistance of 
the HV winding and choke.. It is a different story with a plate 
transformer wound to give 3-5 KV @1A or so; internal resistance is quite 
low, and probably insufficient to limit current. 

3. Most transformers are rated in RMS voltage; the peak output 


voltage is calculated from this as Ip=1.4 Irms. 

4. A silicon rectifier has a surge current rating, Isurge, (for 
the first half cycle of a 60 HZ supply, or 8.33ms). Some capacitors also 
have a similar 'inrush' rating. Knowing this and the transformer peak 
voltage, above, one may calculate the circuit resistance necessary to 
limit the current to the surge current. 

Then, Knowing the winding resistance and any filter choke 
resistance, the remaining resistance is provided with a single external 
resistor in the case of a bridge or half-wave rectifier, or two 
resistors, one in each leg of a full wave circuit, or just one in its 
center tap common lead. 

5. The wattage size (not resistance) of the resistor is 
determined by 
its current carrying capability. Since the turn-on ‘short circuit' lasts 
for a short time, usually a 10 or 25 watt, minimum, wirewound resistor 
is sufficiently large. You calculate the wattage of this wirewound to 
insure it will carry the load current at the operating voltage output 
without exceeding its wattage rating. Good design practice may include a 
50-100% wattage safety factor. 

6. Having said all this, it should also be noted that ANY 
resistance 
added to the circuit is bad for you; it will decrease the power supply 
regulation, the no-load to full-load voltage change. This is one reason 
why alternatives to adding resistance are used for 'soft-start' in 
large, high voltage supplies. 

This method is usually accomplished with a relay that removes 
series 
resistance from the primary of the transformer after a few seconds, thus 
raising the transformer voltage to full voltage, after the capacitor has 
become charged. The time delay of this relay is usually obtained by 
rectifying the applied primary voltage and applying it to a RC circuit 
of the relay coil. 


One last go-around with safety and seleniums: it is that gray, silvery 
powder that is dangerous! If you have an open wound on your hands, you 
should not be handling them. Also, breathing the silicon residue from 40 
year old stacks is bad. Wear a breathing mask and disposable gloves. 


Dispose of it through a hazardous waste facility..many cities now have 
this service to get rid of DDT, old paint, etc., somewheres other than 
the landfill. 


Letsomeone know you are working with selenium, and have your local 
PoisonControl Center phone number handy. Am I a worry wart? Perhaps, but 
I'drather go, gripping a big bowl of Ben and Jerry's, than from some 
dumbselenium stack. 


Herb Rosenthal W5AN 


PS> Did you know that the powder inside a flourescent tube is pretty bad 
stuff, too? 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 21:09:21 -0600 

From: bdhall@ghg.net (Benjamin D. Hall) 

To: BoatAnchors@SCO.ThePorch.Com 

Subject: '55 Walter Ashe Catalog 

Message-ID: <3.0.32.19971117210915 .0077c4d0@mailman. ghgcorp.com> 


Greetings all... Received a nice 1955 Walter Ashe catalog in the mail 
today from Mike, AC5P and have found it just as interesting as the 1933 
Allied Catalog my Grandpa sent me. 


With all the talk of the Hammarlund PRO-310 lately, y'all will be 
interested to know that in 1955, the PRO-310 and the Collins 75A-4 (with 
3.1 kc filter included!) sold for exactly the same price - $595.00! 
Amazing... The "NEW 1KW TRANSMITTER", the Collins KWS-1, went for $1995.00 
new... Hammarlund HQ-140X's were only $264.50, making the Collins and 
PRO-310 cost over twice as much - no wonder the PRO-310 wasn't a big seller 
- too expensive compared to an HQ-140X, and not quite in the same 
performance catagory as the 75A-4? 


Oh, and the 800 cycle filters for the A-4 were only $35, heh heh heh... 


Thanks and 73, 
Ben 


Benjamin D. Hall, KD5BYB, Engine and radio collector / operator 
extraordinaire. Located in Houston, Texas, USA. 
e-mail: BDHall@ghg.net web:http://www.ghgcorp.com/bdhall 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 22:20:49 -0500 (EST) 
From: PLT1032@aol.com 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Filter Chokes 

Message-ID: <971117222047_528206124@mrin39> 


Can anyone give me a source for a 16 Henry filter choke for use in a BC-314 
power supply. 


Regards, 


Bob Lindgren 


Date: Mon, 17 Nov 1997 20:56:40 CST 

From: jackiv@juno.com (John M Iverson) 

To: jcreid@ccgate.hac.com 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: Cap extraction - SX28 

Message-ID: <19971117.211835.7214.8.jackiv@juno.com> 


HI all. Now you know the rest of the story. the rf front end was built 
on the bench, then bolted on or in the chassis. It takes a great bit of 
care and ingenuity to replace those bypass caps without damaging the 
switch contacts. I ususally try to cut the cap out and solder the new cap 
to the old leads as best as one can, however for the purist with lots of 
time and ingenuity the whole rf section can be removed. have fun, its 
only a hobby, not an obsession... .73 jack 

Jack Iverson KOEWU jackiv@juno.com RCA QCWA ARCI- IEEE,LM ARRL 


On Mon, 27 Oct 1997 10:52:58 -0800 James Reid <jcreid@ccgate.hac.com> 
writes: 

>Hi Gang, 

> Put the SX-28 on the bench last night to pre-screen it for a 
>cap-ectomy. Looks like a fairly straight forward operation; it's a 
>mixture of Sprague wax blobs and Solar paper-wrapped plastic jobbies. 
>One thing that did not look like fun is replacing the 5 or 6 caps 
>nestled in and above the bandswitch/coil/trimmer cap areas. Whoo boy! 
> 

>Those must've been the first to go in when the radio came down the 
>assembly line. Anyone been down this road yet as to how to replace 
>them 

>without major disassembly of radio?? Thanks for any advice. 

> 

>-Jim N6SVS 

>jcreid@ccgate.hac.com 


Date: Tue, 18 Nov 1997 03:31:26 +0000 

From: Rich Force <bhabooks@together.net> 

To: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: THANKS TO (WHO?) FOR THE REPAIR TIP 

Message-ID: <3.0.3.32.19971118033126.03£5f71c@pop.together.net> 


At 14:33 11/17/97 -0800, Ian wrote: 
>Hello- 
> 


> I'm the guy who posted the original note about snipping leads and 
>splicing in new components. I had no idea that what I was doing was (in some 
>minds) the Boatanchor moral-equivalent of killing the Lindbergh baby. Oh 
>well, that smoky, char-broiled aroma that I've acquired reminds me of good 
>barbecue. (Pass the sauce and the slaw, please...) 

> 

> One thing that's funny to me is that the radio I described working on 
>was a Hallicrafters S-38A, although I didn't identify it. I suspect that if 
>the Smithsonian needed one to complete their collection they weren't going to 
>come for this one anyway. The original paint is scratched, after all. 

> 


I agree Ian. I can't see why tempers flare and I'm not sure they really 
did. I don't think I would go to too much trouble with an S-38 either. It 
all depends on the radio and what the person who is working on it wants to 
do with it. A complete restoration is one thing, a repair is another. But 
no radio should sit on a shelf and not be used even if it is restored to 
museum quality. What good is a radio that doesn't play. I should have 
made myself clear that I only completely restore "real classic" radios. 


And as to what others do to their radios, that is their business. If 
someone wants to replace all the tubes with sand devices, it is not my 
concern. All I know is that if I have the time and I consider a radio 
worth the effort, I enjoy doing a complete restoration and get personal 
satifaction out of doing it. 


73, Rich, WB1ASL 


Date: Tue, 18 Nov 1997 03:36:37 +0000 

From: Sandy W5TVW <ebjr@worldnet.att.net> 

To: launerb@crl.com, boatanchors@theporch.com 
Subject: Re:Whatever happened to Aerials? 
Message-ID: <19971118033631.AAB11698@LOCALNAME> 


At 04:34 PM 11/17/97 +0000, you wrote: 

>I looked in the index of my old college textbook, "Electromagnetic Waves 
>and Radiating Systems" (E. C. Jordan, 1950) for the terms "Aerial" and 
>"Antenna". 

>Only "Antenna" was listed; it seems that "Aerial" was an obsolete term in 
>the U.S. engineering community at least as early as 1950. 


Really "aerial" is a valid term still! (Not to mention the Brits 
use it all the time intstead of antenna!) 


I was always taught back in the 50's that the "aerial" was the radiating 
portion of the antenna system. "Antenna" referred to the aerial, and 


the transmission line as well as the matching device or phasing 
network collectively. 


Consistant with today's trends, we often resort to hair-splitting 
when we should not be so critical on the "uasge" of a term. Especially, 
if both parties understand what is being talked about. 


A similar argument usually ensues on the use of "condenser" instead 
of the more modern "capacitor" term. What's the difference if one 
understands the dialog? I'd say learn all the commonly used terms for 
the same thing. Like "earth" for "ground", "valve" for "tube", "Hi-tension" 
for "High voltage", "H.T." for "B+" etc. 


73 

E. V. Sandy Blaize, W5TVW 

"Boat Anchors collected, restored, repaired, traded and used!" 
417 Ridgewood Drive 

Metairie, LA., 70001 


**860 Hartley 'ECO' under constructionx*x**x 


xxx Looking for a TRC-10 transceiver xx**x*xx 
xxx looking for an RAL recelveL *xx*xxxKxK*KK 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 1780 
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